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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8-9 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Each of the claims limits a feature which is . 
made optional by the claim on which it depends. It is unclear whether Applicant's intent 
is to further limit each claim by requiring the feature, or to merely limit the feature itself. 

3. Claims 8 and 14 recite the limitation "the Bluetooth device," but the Bluetooth 
device is not required by claims 7 and 13. 

4. Similarly, claims 9 and 15 recite the limitation "the WLAN device," but the WLAN 
device is not required by claims 7 and 13. 

5. Similarly, claim 13 recites the limitation "the CGI," but the CGI is not required by 
claim 10. Note that claim 10 merely requires a memory capable of storing a CGI. 

6. For the purposes of this examination, the limitations cited above will be 
interpreted as merely limiting the features themselves. Therefore, dependent claims 
which modify optional features will also be considered optional. However, the Examiner 
will apply art to these optional claims in the interest of expediting prosecution. 
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7. Claims 7, 8, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

8. The claims contain the trademark/trade name "Bluetooth." Where a trademark or 
trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular material 
or product, the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope 
is uncertain since the trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to identify any 
particular material or product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of 
goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not 
identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or trade name. In the 
present case, the trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe a wireless data 
transfer protocol and, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 

9. For the purposes of this examination, the trademark "Bluetooth" will be 
interpreted as any wireless data transfer protocol. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U-S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

11. Claims 1-7, 10, 16, 17-18, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Yamaguchi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826). 

12. As to claim 1 , Yamaguchi shows a mobile information system to provide 
information to network entities within a network, the mobile information system 
comprising: a mobile information server (cellular phone 304: see Fig. 10) arranged to 
receive addressed information requests from the network entities (the entities 
comprising PC 313 and web browser software 307: see Fig. 10 and col. 7, lines 53-57); 
and at least one information source (for example, camera 309), wherein* the mobile 
information server facilitates information exchange from the at least one information 
source in response to the addressed information requests from the network entities (see 
col. 12, line 57 to col. 1.3, line 5). 

13. As to claim 2, it is noted that the at least one information source applied above 
(camera 309) is internal to the mobile information server (see Fig. 10). 

14. As to claim 3, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 2 as applied above, and 
further shows wherein the at least one information source contains information 
generated by the mobile information server (the information comprising image data: see 
col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 5 and col. 9, lines 21-35). 
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15. As to claim 4, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 3 as applied above, and 
further shows wherein the information generated by the mobile information server 
includes image data captured by the mobile information server (see col. 9, lines 21-25). 

16. As to claim 5, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 5 as applied above, and • 
further shows wherein the information generated by the mobile information server 
includes telemetry data related to the mobile information server (the information 
comprising the converted location data, which includes telemetry data and is generated 
by extended software module 31 1, a component of cellular phone 304: see col. 12, lines 
30-33). 

17. As to claim 6, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 1 as applied above, and 
further shows wherein the at least one information source is external to the mobile 
information server (the information source comprising GPS 303: see Fig. 10). 

18. As to claim 7, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 6 as applied above, and 
further shows wherein the mobile information server exchanges information with a hard 
wired device (the device comprising GPS 303: see Fig. 10). 

19. As to claim 10, Yamaguchi shows a mobile terminal (cellular phone 304) 
wirelessly coupled to a network (inherently shown, as cellular phones connect wirelessly 
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to networks) which includes a network element (PC 313) capable of requesting 
information from the mobile terminal through the use of addressed requests to the 
mobile terminal (see col. 7, lines 53-57), the mobile terminal comprising: a memory 
(inherently disclosed as the device which stores the software modules shown in Fig. 10) 
capable of storing at least a protocol module, a server directory containing requested 
information, and a Common Gateway Interface (inherently disclosed, as a memory 
which stores the software modules as shown in Fig. 10 would also be capable of storing 
a protocol module, a server directory, and a CGI); a processor (inherently disclosed as 
a necessary component of any device which executes software modules, such as those 
shown in Fig. 10) coupled to the memory and configured by the protocol module (web 
server software 306) to provide the requested information to the network element in 
response to the information request (see col. 12, line 57 to col. 13, line 5); and a 
transceiver configured to facilitate the requested information exchange with the network 
element (inherently disclosed as a necessary component of any cellular phone). 

20. As to claim 16, Yamagochi shows a computer-readable medium having 
instructions stored thereon which are executable by a mobile information server 
(inherent to any computer-implemented device, such as cellular phone 304) for 
facilitating information transfer to network elements by performing steps comprising: 
receiving information requests from the network elements (see col. 7, lines 53-57); 
determining a source for the information requested (comprising the step of determining 
whether the request is for image data or location data, which is a necessary step in a 
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system where both types of information may be requested: see col. 12, lines 57-63); 
accessing the information from the determined source (see col. 12, lines 12-29); and 
conducting a transfer of the requested information to the network elements (see col. 12, 
lines 30-33). 

21 . As to claim 17, Yamagochi shows a method of providing information from a 
mobile server to requesting network elements, comprising: receiving information 
requests from the network elements (see col. 7, lines 53-57); determining a source for 
the information requested (comprising the step of determining whether the request is for 
image data or location data, which is a necessary step in a system where both types of 
information may be requested: see col. 12, lines 57-63); accessing the information from 
the determined source (see col. 12, lines 12-29); and conducting a transfer of the 
requested information to the network elements (see col. 12, lines 30-33). 

22. As to claim 18, Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 17 as applied above, 
and further shows wherein the information requests received are addressed to the 
mobile server (see col. 7, lines 53-57). 

23. As to claim 21 , Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 17 as applied above, 
and further shows wherein the determined source is internal to the mobile information 
server (the source comprising camera 309). 
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24. As to claim 22, Yamaguchi shows the limitations of claim 18 as applied above, 
and further shows wherein the determined source is external to the mobile information 
server (the information source comprising GPS 303: see Fig. 10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claims 11, 12, 19, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826). 

27. As to claim 1 1 , Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 10 as applied above, 
and further shows an imaging device arranged to capture images (camera 309), but 
does not explicitly show storing the images in the server directory. 

28. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is notoriously old and well- 
known in the art to store images in a server directory. It would have been obvious to 
arrange the camera of Yamagochi to store images in a server directory in order to save 
the pictures for future requests from clients. 
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29. As to claim 12, Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 10 as applied above, 
and further shows a telemetry device arranged to capture telemetry data (GPS 303), but 
does not explicitly show storing the telemetry data in the server directory. 

30. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is notoriously old and well- 
known in the art to store data in a server directory. It would have been obvious to 
arrange the telemetry device of Yamagochi to store data in a server directory in order to 
save the data for future requests from clients. 

31 . As to claim 19, Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 18 as applied above, 
and further shows the address comprising a URL (see col. 7, lines 53-57), but does not 
show the address including an Internet Protocol address. 

32. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that is notoriously old and well- 
known in the art for a URL to contain an Internet Protocol address. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include an Internet Protocol address in the 
URL of Yamagochi in order to provide the ability to access the server even when a 
hostname has not been assigned to the mobile server. | 

33. As to claim 25, Yamagochi discloses the limitations of claim 17 as applied above, 
and further shows video conferencing (an application which frequently uses streaming: 
see col. 10, lines 45-49), but does not show wherein transferring the information 
includes using a streaming protocol. 
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34. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is notoriously old and well- 
known in the art to transfer information using a streaming protocol. It would have been 
obvious to transfer the information of Yamagochi with a streaming protocol in order to 
provide faster access to large media files or access to media which is generated in real 
time. 

35. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of Bajikar (US PGPUB 2002/0194500). 

36. Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 8 as applied above, but does not show 
wherein information exchanged with a Bluetooth device is used to support a security 
access system. Note that since the claim does not refer to an information exchange in 
particular, the claim requires only that the device exchanges any information which is 
used to support a security access system. 

37. Bajikar shows exchanging information with a Bluetooth device (one of BTAPs 
120A-120N) to support a security access system (see [0036]). It would have been 
obvious to modify the invention of Yamagochi with the information exchange of Bajikar 
in order to provide access control, tracking and security services (see [007]). 

38. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of Chang et al. (US Pat. No. 6,583,807, 
hereinafter "Chang"). 
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39. Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 8 as applied above, but does not show 
wherein information exchanged with a WLAN device is used to support a video 
conferencing system. Note that since the claim does not refer to an information 
exchange in particular, the claim requires only that the device exchanges any 
information which is used to support a security access system. 

40. Chang shows exchanging information with a WLAN device (wireless network 
machine 100: see Fig. 2) in order to support a video conferencing system (see col. 2, 
lines 23-33). It would have been obvious to modify the invention of Yamagochi with the 
information exchange of Chang in order to provide a low-cost video conference device 
which is not fixed to a single location (see col. 1, lines 37-43). 

41. Claims 13 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of Wagner (US Pat. No. 5,742,845). 

42. As to claim 13, Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 13 as applied above, 
but does not show a CGI which facilitates transfer with any of a Wireless Local Area 
Network, Bluetooth, Infrared, or hard wired device. It is noted, however, that the 
memory of Yamagochi would be capable of storing such a CGI. 

43. Wagner shows a CGI facilitating transfer with a hard wired device (system 40: 
see Fig. 1, lines 10-15 of col. 10, and lines 41-45 of col. 16). It would have been obvious 
to include such a CGI in the memory of Yamagochi in order to allow network devices 
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which do not use the communication protocol of the hard wired device to access the 
hard wired device (see Wagner, lines 1 0-1 5 of col. 1 0). 

44. As to claim 23, Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 22 as applied above, 
but does not show the address containing a reference to a Common Gateway Interface 
(CGI). Wagner shows an address containing a reference to a CGI (see col. 10, lines 52- 
60). 

45. It would have been obvious to include a reference to a CGI in the address of 
Yamagochi in order to allow network devices which do not use the communication 
protocol of the hard wired device to send information to the hard wired device through a 
CGI (see Wagner, lines 1 0-1 5 of col. 1 0). 

46. As to claim 24, it is noted that the CGI of Wagner as applied above performs a 
protocol conversion between an information request protocol used by the network 
elements and a protocol used by the external information source (see col. 10, lines 10- 
15). 

47. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of Wagner (US Pat: No. 5,742,845), and 
further in view of Bajikar (US PGPUB 2002/0194500). 

48. Yamagochi in view of Wagner shows the limitations of claim 1 3 as applied above, 
but does not show wherein information transfer with a Bluetooth device facilitates 
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communication with a security access point. Note that since the claim does not refer to 
an information transfer in particular, the claim requires only that the terminal exchanges 
any information which is used to facilitate communication with a security access point. 

49. Bajikar shows information transfer with a Bluetooth device (Bluetooth transceiver 
360) which facilitates communication with a security access point (one of BTAPs 120A- 
120N: see [0036]). It would have been obvious to modify the invention of Yamagochi 
with the information transfer of Bajikar in order to provide access control, tracking and 
security services (see [007]). 

50. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of Wagner (US Pat. No. 5,742,845), and 
further in view of Chang (US Pat. No. 6,583,807). 

51 . Yamagochi in view of Wagner shows the limitations of claim 1 3 as applied above, 
but does not show wherein information exchanged with a WLAN device facilitates video 
conferencing. Note that since the claim does not refer to an information transfer in 
particular, the claim requires only that the terminal exchanges any information which is 
used to facilitate video conferencing.- 

52. Chang shows information transfer with a WLAN device (wireless network 
machine 100: see Fig. 2) facilitates video conferencing (see col. 2, lines 23-33). It would 
have been obvious to modify the invention of Yamagochi with the information transfer of 
Chang in order to provide a low-cost video conference device which is not fixed to a 
single location (see col. 1 , lines 37-43). 
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53. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagochi (US Pat. No. 6,980,826) in view of McConnell et al. (US PGPUB 
2002/0015403, hereinafter "McConnell"). 

54. Yamagochi shows the limitations of claim 18 as applied above, but does not 
show wherein the address includes a Mobile Station Integrated Services Digital Network 
Number (MSISDN). McConnell shows an address including an MSISDN (see [0157]). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the invention of Yamagochi with the MSISDN of McConnell in order to identify 
the requestor to the mobile server (see McConnell [0157]). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher D. Biagini whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 9743. The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 7:30-5, 7:30-4 alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven McAllister can be reached on (571) 272-6785. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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